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1/2/70 

Dear Paul, 

lour letter of 12/29 and. general distribution of the same date arrived today* I 
got through to the mailboax and my neighbor is now plowing out my lane, so, I'll be able to 
get itno town with mail. I therefore response in hastem to be able to do this, for you 
have done what worries me greatly* x have no doubt about intentions, but I am seriously 
troubled at the potential of what you have now, irrevocably, brought to pass. It reminds me 
of the phrase killing with kindness and, if you will, as I hope, not resent it, impels an 
older man's suggestion that you ought do something about what in one with your fine 
intelligence amount to either simple bullheadedness or what is not much better, immaturity. 
Intended is no offense, for among other things, by now my trust in and liking for you 
must be apparent, especially after what you know I think about your work and your attitude 
with that melon stuff, 

Xou not only refuse to look into what you might find uncongenial or inconsistent 
with your preconcpetions , but, refusing to learn what is the case, blindly pursue the 
same course* I'll not belabor this. It should be clear enough and there is time pressure,, 
for I want to mail this today, in the combined futilities of a) getting through to you 
and b) the remote event it is still possible to prevent some of the now seemingly 
inevitable* 

I have earlier suggested that there are changed situations, the present strongly 
persuading me that we should restrict general distribution to those actively and 
responsibly working in the field NOW, If you want to pursue this further, fir the future, 
let us do so* But now let me raise but a single point that should be very comprehensible 
to you. First, not knowing that I also had asked for the Vallee material and that I had 
it and had already written you about it, you anguished over the possibility it would get 
into Skolnick 1 s hands. Do you think you have done other than to guarantee that it now will? 
Those nuts to whom you have either sent this or who those you have sent it to still think 
the halo was invented for him* They have been feeding him a combination of shit and 
glorifications, and he has been eating it up and broadcasting it among his chosen* Xou 
should even have transcripts of him doing this* If you don',t I have it and tapes. So, 
if there was, s is not impossible, a trap in all of this Vallee stuff, which should n6t 
have been declassified, you have sprung it-for all your anguish. 

Now, I didn't wait for you to let me know you also had the Ferrie stuff. In fact, 
haMng heard nothing from you, I wrote you about it and told you I'd be making copies for 
you. I had already arranged this. The last thing I want and I thijk the last thing we 
should have is a minor story, even if it gets printed, on this minute fragment of what 
has been made available. That you should suggest it when you know 1 plan a suit really 
shocks me, and in general distribution at that* I sent you some confidential material I 
had gotten on this, but not all of it* Xou haven t even acknowledged receipt* I had hope 
Jim, if not you, would take the time to go over xt* That does not begin, .to exhaust the 
Ferrie material they have, and Jesus Christ, with all the work you know I've done on this, 
all the suggestions of further things I've sent you, why the hell do you have to blow this 
or run the risk? Could you not wait first to see what they have let out, see what it can 
mean, see what inherent dangers there might be in it? Must you also become your own kind 
of credibility-destroyer than Garrison and others have been, whether or not you se intend, 
simply because you refuse to consider what is unpleasant and evaluate those with whom you 
remain in tocuh and their potentials, if not their records? If one of these things does 
blow up, what will be your position with respect to those who are already so put out about 
your melon business, on which you appear to remain blind and all wound up in your own 
beliefs and still-unclear intentions? Must you ask others to consider you an enemy if not 
an agent? Xou know how readily some are willing to believe this kind of thing? 

What yould you hope to accomplish by this unseemly haste? Do you think that you alone 
received this list? If so, you are wrong? 

To htek just one possible aspect, and especially as it relates to out possibilitxes 
of getting more information (not your ow my possibilities in court, where I will soon be, 
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a gain, at great cost and effort, or the appeal from the spectro b usin ess imnort/mt 
*ij£| y Y ‘ what wil l be the official reaction with a Skolnick-like use of the Vallee 
stuff? And who will not believe the government if they say this proves nothin^ -n h 

S ““F henceforth be released? Or, take in conrt, .hen itoTS 

“£h'“e»S y “ * “ ? *- -H atS?” 

By the time you wrote this you should have had my letter to Rhoads. Whether or 
you did you know I have a long list of denied request, and they aSf^t fiSed 

SL c f *T(rZ f r sed ; got aor t than 1 did if you gob S 2^^ 

pS 6 2th J? fh not , c ° un H ted the But suppose you and I got only the identical 

pages, with all the outstanding requests? Was it either wise or mature to consider it onlv 

lStS Sd 8 e ^ °® rtain pages were sent ' of a11 that there is supposed to be on eristing 
expect t? M 1 y ° U d ° not Want this to get back to JG » b °w the hell could you 

others W I * ^ holesale station that it be done? I did write him abd 

letter* bU YY ta e J en ^cate that the Archives had declassified this stuff in those 
letters, and I was careful not to disclose either the identifications or all the meaning. 

JY? 30 lY 6 a .f rS ° n aS Sylvia bl °™ ^ good possibilities by giving things 
e got from others, without thought or knowledge of what was behind them, to such people 

he l5^ e from°me r0 "‘f ly Y° Pr±nU S ° well ~ trained a person as Nichols, wi?h Sat 

he lifted from me and used over his promise not to, gave it entirely the wrong inter- 

ip 6 proper ’ context . courb 5 ^in diminishing its impact when used with its real meaning and 

You now know that I intended getting all of this stuff and making it available to 
those who are still±± working. This childishness of indulging the idlf curiosity o? Sose 
who are no longer working and not making any significant contribution to those who are is 
! efflml ng e l :L Re e They can t begin to know or undertsnad what is or can be involved, and there 
tL Q +- YY pr ° Spe ° t of their “a^ing any but a counter-productive use of it. Now, for 

ieooSfe We ^ -ally significant information, at least I have. Must you’agSn 

j opardize the possxbxlxtxes, for no good reason? 

let me digress-for I've not had time to think this through and I want to get it out 
immediately - to call to your attention that everything I have is heavy on thermo stuff 
I have been sent nothingelse. Is this but coincidence? Can we not conSde? there 
some reasoning behind this? Ought we at least nit stop long enough to 

Another digression: when I first met Arch and Mary at Bud's, long ago, I was open and 
forthright with them offering them everything I have, or at least access to it/lhey 

SsSST ~ Ce f aln th±ngS they ^ later, b °bh in correspondence and when she 

visited her, offered me other things she knew I needed and want. To date, I have yet to 

get a gyyaejagg L Of, anything for either. Do I have to tell you about Lif ton again, how he 
offp ® fforts to steai what 1 had and yet won't sent me a thing? Even what he 

f/jl* +° » h6n + ^ S , tryXng t0 pUmp me? What is Your concept of co-operation between 
legitimate critics / I coudl go further and poit out that you have sent Lif ton what I got 
and sent you, but you havenot, to my knowledge sent me anything you got from him. My point 
w Mt tat ^ y ° U t0 consider what copperation is, what responsibility is , 

t drawing together those who can be is, and how easy it is dm to further divide. 

, , 1> ® ar ?a Y dedi ° atud aad since as you are, why must pou be so blind and refuse to 

heed others whommay have had experience you have not yei have? If you, for e xam ple, have 
had no poiiticai experience with government and its ways, why should you, with your fine 
intelligence, assume only innocence on their part, with the record of what they have sent 
f f 11 you ve asked especially? You must know that at the very least there was an 
o ficial covering-up. You do know all of it can t be innocent. Yet they send yout what 

wiY S° Ca j te f I ^? S ? nly have n ° question? These are what either should not 

have been released (vallee) or could be argued should not have been (ferrie) and what could 

Is it r °ni rly hav ? beenwdthheld hegin with (Ferrie). Y ou ask yourself not hing about this? 

Is it only coincidence? Would you assume it of anything else? 


T-O -L 
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If it is too late to undo what you have already made possible, it is not too late 
to make it worse, and this I beg you* Whether or not you are willing to consider my 
judgement sound, I cite the recent record you already have or will or should get in the 
same mail with. this. There are those in whom I have implicit trust, let I have not sent 
them this I erne— Valle stuff or my nalyses and comments. The reason is sinple: they are 

nil “ tteSe ° r T f lated areas > a 16 not in a psoition to make any donstructive 

use. ol it, and I do, as I’ve recorded, see possibilities of hurt to all of us in even 
accidental misuse, of it. When there is no likelihood of gain, why run the risk of hurt? 

1 ask you to consider whether any other attitude is not, really, immature. 

Returning again to "cooperation", Arch never told me he had asked for everything 
declassified, automatically. Eau he, I might have been saved an enormous amount of effort 
juso trying to raise the momey so J. can march in and get it. Nor, frankly, have T anv 

be d offer iU He 1133 not tolci me » e ^n in outline, what he has, and 
he has knowledge oi t e areas in which I am working, from my writing and from a rather 
detailed exposition when we met. Knowing the areas of my active work, do you call it 
cooperation M when, with all he has bought, he hasn't sent or offered a single thing? 

What good is done by the Midas-like acquisition of documentation with no intended use? 

This brings me to your unintended effort to duplicate what you describe as "the 

Ferrie 1 ^^? U°+ S t * ^ 311(1 * th ® ° nly 0nes 111 a P sotion to d ° anything with the 
Ferine material. Until we go over everything released and compare that with what we have 

we haven t even the slightest idea whether or not we should. Ay own belief is that we 
should not, not now, and having read my complaint draft, you have more than en n 11g h 
SV° bsll ® ve ther3 : 13 good reason. But the spearate point comes up, just what do you 
think by way of meaningful good will or can come from a Ferrie article at this point? 

Aside from the fact that it can't be complete/ Can it accomplish more than the dr ying 
up of further information, or putting still-eaisting potential sources of information 
on guard, or scaring them? Into silence. 

1 could go on and on, but I here strongly urge you to do what you have steadfastly 
refused to do, what reaction from friends, those feho have strong personal likin g and high 
respect x or you, should have gotten you to do after your melon stuff: 'you have to do 
some careful and mature rethinking, of the entire situation, of what can and cannot be 
S time m our ai fairs, efforts and environment, and of your own attitudes, 

ou live and act as tnough our situation is the same as it was when the WR was issued, or 
en you could first get into the Archives, t isn't, not by very much. If none of us 
has any private property rights to the information, we all do have common responsibilities, 
including that not to work against each other. I feel I can honestly cite my own record. 

I. I mention Lane, Lifton and Garrison, I think you know this is the way I've lived, that 
my own public record exemplifies the point I’m making. It may or may not be material that 

Ca ? + Stake ° Ut 3 Clalm ’ 1 SUre d±d it; first ° n Ferrie » 1 ^ve an enomous invest- 
ment m it. It is a dnagerous , tricky, complicated and probably valuable area, I have 

kept no secrets irom you. Of whom else can you say this? >*hy, then, do you so childishly 
jeopardize this, either the costly and exhausting effort or my part or ou± possibilities 
of doing anything more with it? Do you want another U 0 mputers article, perhaps another 
Last rain from the French Quarter? Another Mardi gras Solution to the JFK Assassination? 

I ask you to tell me what else what you have done, on this material alone,, can accomplish? 

Now for your letter to me, which indicates a lack of thought on your part also in 

^®^ SPeC 1 tSa I reread cogent as I do, Parlgraph i: your letter to the Archives 

was not enclosed, Ii you. did not get theirs to me and mine to you before you wrote this, 
is not because 1 da an t mail it in time© 

hnw i!!!“ f ^ f°f d ^ bS sur P ri3ed at the release of the Fsrrie material when you kn ow 
how lon b , how hard, how relentlesslv have been pushing both Archives and Justice for just 

S *!“ “" 118 “ “ “ d relat ° d appealing, „d the «it£g S£t 

the appeal t the very least, it should have suggested itself to you that this could have 

7®“ a mechanism to use m court, a device to persuade me not to actually file the sun 
that they certainly know I intend if they do not, in fact, know it exists in rough draft. 

I ask what I asked above, tell me what good an article in the N.O, papers on just this 
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, j „ 013 id - do? In the same breath you also say "Right now I hope 

tim pould - not would, j D th±nk « d have any reason to continue to 

that Garrison is not interested. o y ^ the N . 0> papers, or elsewhere? Especially 

sell ? 6 Especially with those wouids about."ruin"? 

Iggft re a usdimisrceo^our letter was to Arch, which d misunaerstooa to he Archives. 
Onviously, that was enclosed# 

_ _ , r. t --nH I formed certain impressions it would do no good o 

I also r ® ad J ± ^ 0 t in any way a constructive or original work and I need not 

disseminate. I think it is no in any _ y +V viTlV Y0U g0 to far in saying that you 

add on ™ - le- partisan, ex parte account 

of 6 the ‘other side, of another limp-wrist? «ow if you Md^said fact 

qualification , like based on what Garrison add > iBOT0 lvement in something, that he 
remains that there are legitimate eyide; aces of J that (within the 

did, in my opinion, without possibili y defense and in so doing also committed 

lilts of my knowledge) greatest earn, sprang totas ttet over-reaction 

perjury. I think these things cannot, at ^ coimn en4 on the bed and the 

to the egreious error is wrong. 1 . agree, x was doing ther e if I hadn't 

tL* o?ten indicated). 

l’ d !*• ^ fo further into the ^hicago f-. number, can't^t 

welcome anything others might have time 0 » 
you suggest. As I recallmthe name, it is A, Aase. 

On your Z question! The answer is both ^and^more . p^e 0 ?^ 1 allegedly was immediately 
undisturbed im the explosion. I do v , rt Q -p - wda t did. It also raises 

tto etrtiijht-lin. things, whatever they -a, he. 

T“anhs for telling me about what you can play haot^IUl to 

x°hf:irs i* — *■ • 1 ^ *-*• 

mgerprinte-Mitoh.il letter: On. fingerpVnt only? Was'lHO wearing glovesl 

Typing thi. ... panful even phy^oally.^ ^gie^o-o^-d 

intended as personal attack, for it is no « Setach yourself and think. And for 

my regard for you precludes y0 ur own( try and do something about 

the sake of the rest of us, if you aon ,, , intelv. And. before rushing 

that bullheadedness, so much of which you ^ v ® ^e'ek the 0pin i o ns of others 

unthin'dmgly into such thinks, consider them * 3 ^ r they have had the 

(no offense intended in suggesting particula ly P apDare nt need for haste, 

possibility of other and wider experiences). When there is no a PPa things firat . 

with this stuff there should to none. And try and 'Sng fSenci^l problem involved, so 
1 our own letter to Arch makes clear th r - P ^_ s0 JLumed too much for which there 

that possible excuse for haste \ he ^ 0 f that there was reason to believe that 

was no basis, i.e., that .f Those who should not have certainly could not have 

everyone on your distribution remember the lessons of what you observed in 

“ th 

lMiTSs sr? av ^ a ^ y W — to. x - 

you ought make an effort not to. 

Sincerely, and too— hastily. 



